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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . The following is a final office action on merits. Amendments received on 4/03/08 
have been entered. Claims 1-12 are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following Is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
states. 

3. Claims 1 , 3-7, 9-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Zimmermann (5,471,190). 

As of claim 1 , Zimmermann discloses a method for setting a home code of a 
home network system having a smart light switch network node 2 and 3 (see fig. 1) 
wherein the device 2 and 3 can control or be controlled by any other similar device 
connected to the same power line. So a device 2 can be referred to as a first adaptor 
and other devices 3 can be referred to as second adaptors (see fig. 3; also see col. 4, 
lines 22-45), the method comprising the steps: 

creating the home code of the first adaptor (via creating the home code of the first 

switch 13; see fig. 3 and 4) ; 

determining whether or not the home code is duplicated (via transmitting the house 
code to determine that other devices are not using the same code; see col. 6, lines 20- 
33; also see fig. 5) ; and 
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if the lionne code is not duplicated, setting tine liome code of tine first adaptor to the 
second adaptors (via teaching the same house code to other modules, that first switch 
selected; see col. 6). (Note: the functionality of the network management unit is 
integrated in the light switch 13, since each light switch can be controlled or control 
other light switches). 

As of claims 3 and 9, Zimmermann discloses that the house codes are generated 
arbitrarily, so the light switch has to have a random number generator to generate a 
arbitrary number every time it determines that the previous number generated is already 
in use with some other network (see col. 10, lines 30-34). 

As of claim 4 and 10, Zimmermann discloses that microprocessor of the light 
switch 13 makes up a house code. First it transmits the house code, seeking a 
response and waits a predetermined interval for a response. If it hears a response a 
neighboring building is already using the house code and it cannot adopt this house 
code, since each house must use a different house code. If no response is found then 
the house code is adopted (see col. 6, lines 20-33; also see fig. 5) (Note: the 
functionality of the network management unit is integrated in the light switch 13, since 
each light switch can be controlled or control other light switches). 

As of claim 5 and 12, Zimmermann discloses if the home code is duplicated, the 
home code of the first adaptor is deleted (Note: since the microprocessor of the first 
module generates a new house code if a neighboring building is already using the first 
generated code, it is deleting the first code and generating the new one; see col. 6, lines 
25-30). 
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As of claim 6, Zimmermann discloses a method for setting a home code of a 
home network system having a smart light switch network node 2 and 3 (see fig. 1 ) 
wherein the device 2 and 3 can control or be controlled by any other similar device 
connected to the same power line. So a device 2 can be referred to as a first adaptor 
and other devices 3 can be referred to as second adaptors (see fig. 3; also see col. 4, 
lines 22-45), the method comprising the steps: 

Zimmermann discloses that microprocessor of the light switch 13 makes up a house 
code. First it transmits the house code, seeking a response and waits a predetermined 
interval for a response. If it hears a response a neighboring building is already using the 
house code and it cannot adopt this house code, since each house must use a different 
house code. If no response is found then the house code is adopted (see col. 6, lines 
20-33; also see fig. 5) (Note: the functionality of the network management unit is 
integrated in the light switch 13, since each light switch can be controlled or control 
other light switches). 

As of claim 7, Zimmermann discloses the step of determining whether the 
appliance is initially installed or additionally installed, before the home code create 
command transmitting step (via generating the house code only for the first module 
installed in the house and when the second module is installed house code is not 
created using that module because the second module is taught the same house code 
made up by the first module, so before making a house code network determines that if 
the module begin installed is the first module or the second module; see col. 6, lines 5- 
11 and col. 6, lines 38-46). 
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As of claim 1 1 , Zimmermann discloses: annexing the home code of the first 
adaptor to a head of the home code setting command (via putting the house code in the 
identification message transmitted by the first module; see col. 6, lines 52-61 ; 
transmitting the home code setting command having the home code to the second 
adaptors (via transmitting the identification message to the second module; see col. 6, 
liens 53-54); and 

setting the home code annexed to the head of the home code setting command to the 
home code of the second adaptors (via second module adopting the house code 
transmitted by the first module; see col. 6, lines 55-59). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 2 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Zimmermann (5,471,190) in viewof Seki (5,844,496). 

As of claim 2 and 8, Zimmermann discloses all the limitations of the claimed 
invention as mentioned in claims 1 and 6 above, but fails to explicitly disclose that the 
house code is generated by combining a timing count value and an initial code value of 
the first adaptor. The Examiner takes official notice that it would have been obvious to 
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one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the 
system of Zimmermann to generate a house code by combining a timing count value 
and initial code value since it is well known in the art to use different methods such as 
pseudo random number, counter values, hash value to generate a unique and separate 
code to identify each device over a communication network. 

In order to support the Examiner's point of view Seki discloses a method of 
generating identification information including a fixed code (initial code value) and a 
variable code. The variable code is determined by timer circuit, (timing count value), 
random number generators or arithmetic circuits (see col. 2, lines 60-65). 

From the teaching of Seki it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill 
in the art to use a timer count value and initial code value to generate a unique code for 
a device in order to avoid the duplication of the codes assigned to multiple devices. 
Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments see remarks page 1 , filed 4/03/08, with respect to 35 
U.S.C 112 second paragraph have been fully considered and are persuasive. The 
rejection of 35 U.S.C 112 second paragraph has been withdrawn. 

7. Applicant's arguments with respect to the art rejection filed 4/03/08 have been 
fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

8. As per applicant argument that Zimmerman fails to discloses that "creating the 
home code of the first adaptor ... if the home code is not duplicated, setting the home 
code of the first adaptor to the second adaptors, wherein the first adaptor corresponds 
to the network managing unit that manages the appliances." The Examiner respectfully 
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disagrees. Applicants are reminded that during examination, claims are given their 
"broadest reasonable interpretation . . .." In re Morris, 127 F.3d 1048, 1054, 44 USPQ2d 
1023, 1027 (Fed. Cir. 1997); In re Prater, 415 F.2d 1393, 1404-05, 162USPQ 541, 550- 
51 (CCPA 1969).^ Therefore, under the broadest reasonable interpretation standard, 
the Examiner maintains his interpretations. The Examiner is interpreting that the 
functionality of the network management unit is integrated in the light switch 13, since 
each light switch can be controlled or control other light switches. Further Zimmerman 
discloses that smart light switch network node, can control any other similar device 
connected to the same media and can be employed for the purpose of remotely 
controlling electrical lights, fixtures, appliances or any actuator in the home, office 
building automobile, airplane, ship or the like (see col. 4, lines 36-45), which clearly 
shows that smart light switch has the functionality of the network managing unit that 
manages the appliances. 

As per applicant argument, "Zimmerman clearly teaches away from, inter alia, a 
"network managing unit that manages the appliances," and, "a first adaptor,". The 
Examiner respectfully disagrees. Examiner respectfully traverses Applicant's opinion as 
according to the MPEP 2123 [R-5]. "...The prior art's mere disclosure of more than one 
alternative does not constitute a teaching away from any of these alternatives because 
such disclosure does not criticize, discredit , or otherwise discourage the solution 
claimed..." As in the present case Zimmerman discloses that a central controller 



^ 19 See also MPEP §2111; In re Graven, 69 F.3d 1 147, 1 152, 36 USPQ2d 1697, 1701 
(Fed. Cir. 1995); In reEttei, 756 F.2d 852, 858, 225 USPQ 1, 5 (Fed. Cir. 1985) (en banc). 
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(network managing unit) can be used in a network system to control the appliances (see 
col. 2, lines 50-56). 

As per applicant argument, Zimmerman fails to disclose "transmitting home code 
create command to the first adaptor from the network managing unit according to a 
user's command," The Examiner respectfully disagrees. Zimmerman discloses that 
once a smart light switch has learned a house code. It can teach other "student" 
switches the house code (see col. 6, lines 39-46) and the student switch can further 
teach the house code to the new installed modules/switches (see col. 7, lines 15-20). 
So the Examiner Is Interpreting the first switch having the functionality of the network 
managing unit, and the first student switch as the first adaptor. From the definition given 
above it can be seen that the first switch (managing unit) transmits a command to the 
second switch (first adaptor) to create a home code. 

As per applicant's challenge to the official notice, Sekl discloses a method of 
generating Identification information including a fixed code (initial code value) and a 
variable code. The variable code is determined by timer circuit, (timing count value), 
random number generators or arithmetic circuits (see col. 2, lines 60-65). 

From the teaching of Sekl It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill 
In the art to use a timer count value and initial code value to generate a unique code for 
a device in order to avoid the duplication of the codes assigned to multiple devices. 
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Conclusion 

9. Applicant's amendment necessitated tine new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to NABIL H. SYED whose telephone number is (571)270- 
3028. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7:30-5:00 alt Friday off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Brian Zimmerman can be reached on (571)272-3059. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Nabil H Syed 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2612 

N.S 

/Brian A Zimmerman/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2612 



